
Teaching American History Controversial Issue  

 

Lesson Title: Illegal Immigration 
  

Author Name: Jennifer K. Chandler 
 
Contact Information: Carson High School 
 
Appropriate for Grade Level(s): High School – 12th Grade Government 
 
US History Standard(s):  

 H4.[9-12].7   Describe the United States’ policy concerning strategic, political, and economic interests regarding 

Mexico and immigration. 

Controversial Issue: Why is illegal immigration such a controversial topic in the United States? 

 
Objective(s):  At the end of this lesson, students will be able to propose a realistic solution to illegal immigration 
that addresses multiple concerns related to the issue. Students will have greater insight into the complexity of 
the issue and the multi-faceted nature of policy making. 
 

Rationale: Why Teach This Issue? Immigration affects all aspects of the United States.  This issue is highly 
emotional and controversial and as such students often mimic unprocessed views and misinformation regarding 
illegal immigration.  A key component of teaching students how to actively participate in a democracy is to equip 
them to stop and consider multiple perspectives, motivations behind various views and responses and the 
ramifications of various courses of action.  In this lesson, students will pause to identify the vast array of issues 
that create the highly complex challenge of addressing immigration issues. 
 
Student Readings (list):  
 
Document A – Cities Mesh Across Blurry Border, Despite Physical Barrier 
Document B – Illegal Immigration Costs U. S. $113 Billion A Year 
Document C – Illegal Immigration Suspected in Murder of Arizona Rancher 
Document D – Part of California Takes on Illegal Hiring 
 
Document 1 - My Life In The Shadows 
Document 2 – Should the U.S. End Birthright Citizenship? 
Document 3 - U.S./Mexico Country Data Sheet 
Document 4 – Political Cartoon – “I Hear They Just Went Ahead and Built an Expressway” 
Document 5 – Political Cartoon – “This Way Is An Interesting Approach Too” 
 
Total Time Needed: 3 block class periods 
 
Historical Background & Context (+/- 250 words): The United States is a nation of immigrants. Immigration 

issues present a dynamic dialogue between existing citizens and illegal immigrants.  Oftentimes racism, 

misinformation and fear hinder an educated consideration of practical solutions to address the problem.  At the 

founding of our nation in 1776, the United States had a population of a mere 2.5 million, today that figure has 

grown to more than 290 million.  (Smith,  615 )  Statistics show that United States immigration policies shift 

hand-in-hand with changing economic cycles of growth and decline.  When times are good and jobs are 

plentiful, illegal immigration is passively tolerated and placed on the back burner while other more pressing 

issues are addressed.  During periods of economic downturn however, the national attitude dramatically shifts 
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and illegal immigration reignites as a hot button issue, especially if unemployment is high. Tracking illegal 

immigration is daunting and numbers are usually estimates as the very nature of the activity is to avoid 

detection.  The Department of Homeland Security reported the population of illegals at 11.6 million in 2006, but 

it is impossible to determine how many illegals remain in the United States and how many actually return home 

at the end of seasonal work. 

Illegal immigrants come from everywhere, but the current majority naturally come from the United States’ 

neighbor to the south, Mexico.  As inhabitants of the same continent, the histories, politics and economies of 

both the United States and Mexico are inextricably intertwined. Formal interdependence between the two 

countries began with President Franklin Delano Roosevelt’s Good Neighbor Policy during World War II.  The 

intent was for Mexican laborers to fill the labor gaps in United States factories and agriculture during World War 

II. Both countries shared resources and fought on the same side in World War II.  The Bracero Program as it 

came to be known ended in 1964.  Workers continued to enter the United States illegally to work and there was 

no law in place preventing American employers from hiring them creating mounting political frustration 

between the two countries. (Foster 196, 211) In 1986 Congress passed the Immigration Reform and Control Act 

which created a one-year amnesty program providing a way for undocumented workers to become legal 

residents and made hiring illegals against the law.  The Immigration Act of 1990 stated immigration preference 

to those with family already in country legally and skilled workers. In 1996 the Illegal Immigration Restrictions 

Act streamlined deportation, increased penalties for encouraging and facilitating illegal immigration, blocked 

illegals from Social Security benefits, allowed welfare to check legal status of all applicants and increased the size 

of Border Patrol.  In spite of multiple legislative attempts to address the situation, immigration continues to be 

an explosive issue as the presidential campaign cycle begins anew.  Areas of consideration fall into the following 

categories: Security/Border Issues, Economic/Employment Issues, Political/Constitutional Issues, Social Issues. 

Detailed Steps of Lesson (including teaching methods/strategies that engage student participation): 

Time 
Frame 
(e.g. 15 

minutes) 

What is the teacher doing?   What are students doing? 

Day 1   

45 
minutes 

Teacher is building background with students by 
teaching key vocabulary related to immigration 

Students are learning necessary vocabulary 
to grasp upcoming immigration issues. 

45 
minutes 

Teacher is working with students to help them 
understand the concept of citizenship, 
naturalization and the history of immigration in 
America. 

Students are building background knowledge 
that will equip them to deal with the topic of 
illegal immigration. 

Day 2   

Class Prep Prepare  6 copies of each Document and provide 
each student with 3 different colored pens, draw 
a large copy of the graphic organizer on the front 
board for use later in the lesson. 

 

5 minutes Divide students into groups and assign each 
group one of the documents (A – D) . 

Student are moving into their groups and 
distributing readings and colored pens to 
each group member. 

25 
minutes 

Instruct students to read through the article 
assigned to their group individually.  Once 
finished reading, students need to collaborate 
within their group to identify United States 
perspectives in one color, Mexican perspectives 

Students are individually reading the article, 
then collaboratively identifying and 
underlining the differing and shared 
perspectives in their group’s reading. 



in another color and issues faced jointly in the 
third color. All students are to mark their readings 
accordingly with the colored pens. 

15 
minutes 

Create a large version of the graphic organizer on 
the board and as students finish reading ask them 
to summarize the information and write it in the 
correct place on the board. 

Students are adding their learning to the 
whole class graphic organizer and identifying 
perspectives. 

20minutes Regroup students differently and assign each 
group of the documents (1-5)  Have students use 
the colored pens in the same way as before and 
add information to the whole class graphic 
organizer. 

Students are individually reading and then 
collaborating again by identifying the various 
perspectives in the document provided to 
their group.  Students are again adding to the 
whole class graphic organizer at the front of 
the room. 

20 
minutes 

In group format, ask students which information 
is repetitive on the organizer, group by 
categories: social, political, economic and 
brainstorm other related issues students know 
personally to add to the whole class graphic 
organizer. 

Students are editing and categorizing the 
information on the graphic organizer, then as 
a whole group they are sharing and justifying 
their reasoning 

15 
minutes 

Distribute individual student copies of the graphic 
organizer and have students complete their own, 
then number issues in order of importance to 
them personally. 

Students are recreating their own version of 
the graphic organizer based on their 
interpretation and grouping of the 
information. 

Homework Direct students to write a short three paragraph 
summary regarding illegal immigration issues  - 
first paragraph US Concerns, second paragraph 
Mexican concerns, third paragraph shared 
concerns. 

Students are reflecting on their learning by 
writing brief summaries from the organizer. 

Homework Finally ask students to individually prepare a list 
of the five parts of the illegal immigration issue 
they feel must be addressed and their reasoning 
why. 

Students are reflecting on their learning and 
preparing for the next lesson by selecting 
their top five “Must Address” issues. 

Day 3   

30  
minutes 

Teacher will provide instruction on the Bracero 
Program of WWII, the 1986 Immigration Control 
and Reform Act, The Immigration Act of 1990, 
and the 1996 Illegal Immigration Restrictions Act 
and various state laws regarding immigration. 

Students will explore various U. S. 
Immigration Policies and Programs currently 
in place . 

35 
minutes 

Teacher will provide structured activities to help 
students evaluate proposed solutions including 
pathways to citizenship, immigration reform, 
deportation, border security, guest worker 
programs and aid to Mexico. 

Student will analyze the different proposed 
immigration issue solutions currently being 
considered. 

35 
minutes 

Teacher will assign students the task of selecting 
from the menu of proposed solutions to create a 
proposed solution to their top five “Must 
Address” issues. 

Students will create a select menu of 
solutions to address their top five 
immigration “Must Address” issues. 

How will students reflect on their learning & understanding?  Students will create their own graphic organizer, 
write their own summaries of information learned and make their own priority list of “Must Address” issues. 
 
Description of Lesson Assessment Tied to Objective/Standards: Students will demonstrate their understanding of 

United States Policy regarding Mexico and immigration through the structured comparison of findings from jigsaw 



group readings and compile all information on a graphic organizer. Students will also personally prioritize what they 
feel are the most critical issues to them personally. 
 

 

  



Cities Mesh Across Blurry Border, Despite Physical Barrier 

By Marc Lacey - Published in the International section of the New York Times on March 5, 2007. (Excerpts from full article) 

TIJUANA, Mexico, Feb. 27 — Mexican authorities complained 

recently that American construction workers putting up a 

barrier on the border between Mexico and the United States 

had trespassed into Mexico a full 33 feet. 

Promising an investigation of the diplomatic brouhaha, the 

American ambassador, Antonio O. Garza Jr., reassured the 

Mexicans, who are livid that the barrier is going up in the first 

place, that any improper step across the line was 

unintentional. “The U.S. is sensitive to Mexican concerns,” Mr. 

Garza said. 

The accusation involved an episode in February east of here, near the Mexican border 

city of Agua Prieta and the Arizona town of Douglas. But it drove home a point that 

might be more evident in Tijuana than anywhere else: the border is a blurry one, no 

matter what barriers may be going up to keep people from illegally crossing it. 

A case in point is Kurt Honold Morales, a citizen and resident of both countries, who 

drives his Mercedes sports utility vehicle with California plates around Tijuana, where he 

works. Mr. Honold, a 46-year-old telecommunications executive, recently became the 

mayor of Tijuana, when the elected mayor resigned to run for governor and Mr. 

Honold, a business associate and the mayor’s No. 2, stepped in to fill the unexpired 

term. “We’re connected, border or no border,” Mr. Honold said, noting that his 

children go to San Diego schools and that his family has held season tickets for the San 

Diego Chargers for more than 30 years. 

On a host of issues, there is no separating San Diego, the largest city along the border, 

from Tijuana, the biggest municipality on the Mexican side. 

They are linked economically, with Tijuana’s assembly plants, or maquiladoras, helping 

to fuel growth on both sides of the border. High home prices in San Diego have pulled 

up Tijuana’s real estate as well. 

When it comes to the environment, it is difficult to say where Mexico ends and the 

United States begins. Air pollution knows no borders, and heavy rains in Tijuana send 

sewage and industrial waste down the Tijuana River into the United States. 

There are other cross-border irritants. When San Diego announced that it was 

replacing a leaky section of the canal that carries water into the city from the 

Colorado River, Mexicans complained loudly because their farmers had been 

irrigating their crops with the leakage for decades. 

Mr. Honold, whose German-Mexican father was born in San Diego, is hardly the only 

person whose life straddles the border. There is Elisa R. Peñaloza-Aguirre, also a dual 

citizen, who teaches in a San Diego elementary school but moved to Tijuana a year 
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ago for the lower home prices and so that her children would become fluent in 

Spanish as well as English. “There are tons of people who commute back and forth,” 

said Ms. Peñaloza-Aguirre, one of 88,252 regular crossers who have a special 

American pass that allows them to use a fast lane at the California-Mexico border. 

There is metal border fencing running the length of Tijuana, but that does not stop 

people from trying to poke holes in the barriers, both literally and figuratively. 

For years, the San Diego-Tijuana Border Initiative, a binational antidrug organization, 

held its meetings right at the fence, with American members sitting on chairs on their 

side and their Mexican colleagues on the other. “The drug problem does not stop at 

the border,” said Veronica Baeza, the group’s executive director. 

It is hard to find a Mexican who supports the barriers going up along the border. Many 

are offended by such an approach, even those like Tijuana’s mayor, who will be able 

to cross back and forth no matter how high the walls are built. 

Luis Ituarte, a third-generation Tijuanan who lives in Tijuana half the week and Los 

Angeles the other half, has a much more relaxed view of the border. Just recently, his 

Border Council of Arts and Culture rented a house in Tijuana just a few steps from the 

border to use as a cultural center. Recently, it was the site of a cross-border poetry 

reading. Using bullhorns, poets from Mexico and the United States recited their work 

from their respective countries. “Air doesn’t need a passport,” Mr. Ituarte said. “Light 

doesn’t need a passport. Art should not need a passport either.” 

Mr. Ituarte, who is a citizen of Mexico and permanent resident of the United States, 

chose the site of the cultural center not just for its proximity to the border. The house 

was seized by Mexican authorities several years ago when it was discovered that drug 

traffickers had dug a hole in the concrete floor and a tunnel that crossed under the 

border to a parking lot in San Ysidro, Calif. 

“What better place to try to connect two cultures,” he said. “We want to break this 

wall in a subliminal way, if we can’t break it physically.” 
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Illegal Immigration Costs U.S. $113 Billion a Year 

By Ed Barnes, Published July 06, 2010, | FoxNews.com 

The cost of harboring illegal immigrants in the 

United States is a staggering $113 billion a year -- 

an average of $1,117 for every “native-headed” 

household in America -- according to a study 

conducted by the Federation for American 

Immigration Reform (FAIR). 

The study, a copy of which was provided to FoxNews.com, “is the first and most 

detailed look at the costs of illegal immigration ever done,” says Bob Dane, director of 

communications at FAIR, a conservative organization that seeks to end almost all 

immigration to the U.S.  

FAIR's opponents in the bitter immigration debate describe the organization as 

"extremist," though it is regularly called upon to testify before Congress. 

Groups that support immigration reform immediately attacked FAIR's report and 

pointed out that it is the polar opposite of the Perryman Report, a 2008 study that 

found illegal immigration was actually a boon to the American economy. It estimated 

that illegal immigrants add $245 billion in Gross Domestic Product to the economy and 

account for 2.8 million jobs. 

The FAIR report comes as President Obama moves immigration reform to the top of his 

agenda, and it is likely to be a rallying point for those who oppose the president. At a 

speech Thursday at American University in Washington, D.C., Obama argued that the 

entire immigration system is broken and needs sweeping reforms. Among the changes 

he said are needed is "a path for [farm] workers to earn legal status," which the 

president's critics called an opening for a new amnesty program. 

FAIR's report argues that there are two choices in the immigration debate: “One 

choice is pursuing a strategy that discourages future illegal migration and increasingly 

diminishes the current illegal alien population through denial of job opportunities and 

deportations. The other choice,” it says, “would repeat the unfortunate decision made 

in 1986 to adopt an amnesty that invited continued illegal migration.” 

The report states that an amnesty program wouldn’t appreciably increase tax revenue 

and would cost massive amounts in Social Security and public assistance expenses. An 

amnesty “would therefore be an accentuation of the already enormous fiscal 

burden,” the report concludes. 

The single largest cost to the government of illegal immigration, according to the 

report, is an estimated $52 billion spent on schooling the children of illegals. “Nearly all 

those costs are absorbed by state and local governments,’ the report states. 

Moreover, the study’s breakdown of costs on a state-by-state basis shows that in states 

with the largest number of illegals, the costs of illegal immigration are often greater 
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than current, crippling budget deficits. In Texas, for example, the additional cost of 

immigration, $16.4 billion, is equal to the state’s current budget deficit; in California the 

additional cost of illegal immigration, $21.8 billion, is $8 billion more than the state’s 

current budget deficit of $13.8 billion; and in New York, the $6.8 billion deficit is roughly 

two-thirds the $9.5 billion yearly cost of its illegal population, according to Jack Martin, 

the researcher who completed the study. 

“The most important finding of the study is the enormous cost to state and local 

governments due to lack of enforcement of our immigration laws,” Martin wrote. 

The report found that the federal government paid $28.6 billion in illegal related costs, 

and state and local governments paid $84.2 billion on an estimated 13 million 

undocumented residents. In his speech, Obama estimated that there are 11 million. 

But FAIR's critics said the report wrongly included American-born children of 

undocumented workers in its study. 

“The single biggest 'expense' it attributes to unauthorized immigrants is the education 

of their children, yet most of these children are native-born, U.S. citizens who will grow 

up to be taxpaying adults," said Walter Ewing, a senior researcher at the American 

Immigration Council. "It is disingenuous to count the cost of investing in the education 

of these children, so that they will earn higher incomes and pay more in taxes when 

they are adults, as if it were nothing more than a cost incurred by their parents." 

He added that “the report fails to account for the purchasing power of unauthorized 

consumers, which supports U.S. businesses and U.S. jobs” and that it “ignores the value 

added to the U.S. economy by unauthorized workers, particularly in the service 

sector.” 

Martin said FAIR expected that criticism, but that because the children are a direct 

result of illegal immigration, their inclusion was both fair and reasonable. 

  



Illegal Immigrant Suspected in Murder of Arizona Rancher 
By William La Jeunesse , Published March 30, 2010, | FOXNews.com 

 

Arizona rancher Robert Krentz, pictured here in 2008, was killed 

in March on his own property 35 miles outside of the border 

town of Douglas, Ariz. No arrests have been made. 

Theft, robbery, vandalism and drug smuggling have always 

been part of illegal immigration in Cochise County, but murder 

is not something the cattle ranchers along the Arizona-Mexico 

border expected to happen to Robert Krentz. Police say Krentz, 

whose family has been ranching in southern Arizona since 1907, 

was gunned down early Saturday morning by an illegal 

immigrant while out on his ATV tending to fences and water 

lines on the family's 34,000-acre cattle ranch. 

Reached by phone early Tuesday at his family's ranch, Andy Krentz, Krentz's oldest son, said his 

father was a churchgoing man who routinely went out of his way to help those in need. "My 

father was a very good family man," Krentz told FoxNews.com. " He supported his kids, 

supported his family. He went out of his way to help anybody we could without regarding to 

who they were. It didn't matter who they were." 

In 1999, Krentz and his wife told PBS' Religion & Ethics Newsweekly that the Krentz ranch had 

been broken into and burglarized of $700 worth of items. Despite the crime, Krentz said he 

helped any illegal immigrant he could. "And you know, if they come in and ask for water, I'll still 

give them water," he said. "I -- you know, that's just my nature." Locally, the 58-year-old Krentz 

was known as a good Samaritan who often brought water and helped injured illegal 

immigrants who tried to cross the desert in an area where summer temperatures often hit 120 

degrees. 

Krentz radioed his brother Phil between 10:00 and 10:30 a.m. Saturday morning that he had 

encountered an illegal immigrant, and was supposed to meet Phil on the ranch at noon, 

according to sheriff's deputies. When Krentz didn't show up, the brother called police, and a 

search team was soon scouring the sprawling desert 15 miles north of the border, near 

Douglas, Ariz. 

At around 11 p.m., a state police helicopter found Krentz slumped over his ATV, the engine 

and lights still on. Nearby, his dog lay critically wounded, also hit by a bullet. The dog was put 

down Sunday morning and will be cremated, its ashes spread on the property along with 

Krentz's. 

Tracker dogs have now followed the tracks of the killer back into Mexico, some 15 miles south. 

Police have several scenarios of what might have occurred. 

One, a drug cartel scout. The Chirachua mountains in southeast Arizona are 11,000 feet tall, 

rugged and remote. It is a popular drug corridor and the killer may have been clearing the 

way for a load of drugs moving north when Krentz surprised him. 

Two, the suspect belonged to a band of thieves terrorizing the remote ranches spattered 

around the area — an idea supported by other ranchers. 
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"Two days earlier a 9mm and a 9mm Glock had been stolen from a home in Portal," said 

rancher Roger Barnett. "There is no way to know for sure it was the murder weapon. But the 

bullet the killed Rob and his dog was a 9mm." 

Three, retaliation. The day before the killing, Krentz's brother Phil stopped a caravan of illegal 

immigrants carrying 280 pounds of marijuana. All eight were arrested by the border patrol and 

the pot was impounded. 

The odd part, according to local land owners, is that the killer was 

apparently alone. Illegal immigrants crossing the border usually hire 

coyotes to help them pass and travel in groups or 5, 10, 20 or more. 

"I think Rob came to help this guy, and the moment he put that 

telephone to his ear, he was shot," said rancher Richard Humphries, who 

lives in nearby Elfrida. "It's happened to me. They don't want you to call 

the border patrol." Krentz had both a rifle and a revolver, neither of which 

he used. And both were still with the ATV when his body was found. 

Unless the Mexican government finds the killer, Humphrey doubts we'll 

ever discover the killer's motivation. The bigger question now looming is how -- if at all -- the 

rancher's death will affect the immigration debate. While Arizona Gov. Jan Brewer and other 

politicians will call once again for the deployment of the National Guard along the border, 

few here expect the troops to actually carry guns and provide a deterrent effect. 

"What would it show? It would show we're serious about controlling our border, which is not the 

message this administration wants to send," Humphries lamented. 

Advocates of reform will argue the killing is an aberration and that most illegal immigrants 

come to work, not commit crime. 

And while the ranchers here dispute that, as they see illegal immigrants crossing their land 

everyday, most in Cochise County expect little more than lip service from Washington. 

Rancher Roger Barnett was sued for $32 million for pointing his gun at a group of illegal 

immigrants. He says that immigration advocates in Washington may argue the border is 

secure, but that Krentz's death puts paid to those claims. 

"Obama and [Secretary of Homeland Security Janet] Napolitano are dead wrong about our 

border being secure," said Barnett. 
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Part of California Takes On Illegal Hiring 

By IAN LOVETT, Published: January 4, 2011 in the New York Times 

MURRIETA, Calif. — Protests erupted across Southern California last year when Arizona 

adopted its tough immigration law: immigrant rights advocates staged rallies in cities 

like San Diego and Santa Barbara; Los Angeles severed economic ties with Arizona.  

But just 50 miles east of Los Angeles, a handful of cities have 

started crackdowns similar to those in Arizona on businesses 

that hire illegal immigrants.  

In what may be the single most Democratic state in the 

country, with a huge, fast-growing Latino population, the 

area known as the Inland Empire — a sprawl of suburbs, old 

and new — has emerged as a pocket of ideological 

resistance in a state that has grown increasingly averse to 

crackdowns on immigration.  

Late last month, Murrieta became the fifth Inland Empire city to require all businesses 

to check the legal status of new employees with E-Verify, an online federal 

government system designed to confirm employment eligibility. Businesses that do not 

comply could lose their licenses.  

Just north of a highway immigration checkpoint, Murrieta and Temecula, where an E-

Verify ordinance took effect on Saturday, are cities with white-majority populations, 

surrounded by agricultural wine-growing areas. With unemployment near 15 percent 

in much of the Inland Empire, locals say illegal immigrants have inundated industries 

like fast-food and construction, leaving American citizens unable to find jobs. Their 

complaints echo some of those that helped lead to the crackdown in Arizona.  

“We’re a conservative area, and we’ve had an outcry from our citizens,” said Mayor 

Jeff Comerchero of Temecula. “Americans should be filling American jobs.”  

In most parts of the country, E-Verify is mandatory only for businesses that have federal 

contracts. But Mr. Comerchero and others have embraced it as a way to curb illegal 

immigration by reducing the lure of jobs.  

Immigrant rights advocates question the accuracy of the system, and a law 

mandating its use in Arizona has been challenged in the United States Supreme Court.  

Angelica Salas, executive director of the Coalition for Humane Immigrant Rights of Los 

Angeles, said increasing voluntary use of E-Verify had led to a spike in abuse of illegal 

workers.  
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 “When undocumented workers are laid off, they still find employment,” Ms. Salas said. 

“But they often end up in underground cash economies, where we see some of the 

worst labor abuses.”  

Efforts to require E-Verify elsewhere in California 

have largely failed. The State Legislature 

approved a bill to prohibit making the system a 

requirement, but Gov. Arnold Schwarzenegger, a 

Republican, vetoed it.  

California has for decades been at the forefront 

of the churning debate on immigration, and 

changes in policies and public opinion have 

mirrored the state’s increasingly Latino makeup.  

Not long ago, California had some of the nation’s 

toughest immigration laws. In 1994, voters approved Proposition 187, which denied 

illegal immigrants most government services, including schooling and non-emergency 

health care. The measure was later ruled unconstitutional.  

Since then, however, the state’s demographics have shifted, with Latinos now making 

up 37 percent of the population.  

Jane Junn, a professor of political science at the University of Southern California, said 

the growth of the Latino population had made hard-line immigration laws no longer 

politically viable in California. Republicans who advocated punishment for businesses 

that hire illegal immigrants, like last year’s senatorial candidate, Carly Fiorina, failed in 

statewide races, in part, Professor Junn said, because of their immigration policies.  

“The state of California is very progressive on immigration relative to the rest of the 

country, even Republicans,” Professor Junn said. “Attitudes have changed 

tremendously since 1994, but the demographics have also changed dramatically.”  

Temecula and Murrieta have Latino populations about half as large in percentage as 

the state as a whole. Still, conservatives hope they can pass a similar E-Verify law 

covering all of the Inland Empire’s Riverside County, whose population is more than 40 

percent Latino. If they succeed, the law could have implications for agricultural 

industries that have long employed many immigrants, legal and illegal.  

Brian Nestande, the Republican assemblyman who represents Temecula and Murrieta, 

said he supported use of E-Verify but would not commit to backing a requirement.  

“A lot of industries here have run on illegal immigration,” Mr. Nestande said. “Work is 

here and available, and that’s a magnet for illegal immigrants. But I would like to see a 

more comprehensive approach, which also involves securing our border, and dealing 

with people who are already here whether we like it or not.”  

  

http://topics.nytimes.com/top/reference/timestopics/people/s/arnold_schwarzenegger/index.html?inline=nyt-per
http://topics.nytimes.com/top/reference/timestopics/organizations/u/university_of_southern_california/index.html?inline=nyt-org
http://topics.nytimes.com/top/reference/timestopics/people/f/carleton_s_fiorina/index.html?inline=nyt-per
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Information from “World Affairs Annual 2011” New York Times, UPFRONT MAGAZINE 

 

Comparing Countries 

Country United States Mexico 

Area (Square Miles) 3,717,796 756,062 

Population 309,600,000 110,600,000 

Urban Population (The amount 

of the population that lives in cities) 

79% 77% 

Population Rise/% per year .6% 1.4% 

Capital City Washington, D.C. Mexico City 

Languages English, Spanish, others Spanish, Mayan, other 

indigenous languages 

Political System & Head of 

Government 

Presidential-legislative 

democracy; President Barack 

Obama 

Presidential-legislative 

democracy; President Felipe 

Calderon 

Date of Origin 1776 1810 

% of Population under 15 20% 29% 

Literacy Rate ( The number of 

people who can read and write) 

99 males/99 females 87 males/85 females 

Life Expectancy 75 males/80 females 74 males/79 females 

Per Capita GDP (A way of 

measuring a nation’s wealth per person) 
$46,000 $13,200 

HDI  

(Human Development Index measures 

social and economic well-being) 

0.956 0.854 
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Political Cartoon 

Illegal Immigration Highway Color #76650 

BY DAVID FITZSIMMONS, THE ARIZONA STAR  -  4/1/2010 12:00:00 AM 

 

 

This is an excellent political cartoon regarding U.S. Immigration issues to use in the classroom. 

To Use This Resource: 

Go to www.politicalcartoons.com 

Link: http://www.politicalcartoons.com/cartoon/f76baa9a-b561-416d-9760-08186eabbc27.html 

 

Classroom Use Fee $3.50 

 

 

 

 

 

  

DOCUMENT #4 

http://www.politicalcartoons.com/artist/David+Fitzsimmons.html
http://www.politicalcartoons.com/


 

 

 

Political Cartoon 

Illegal Immigration Scarecrow-COLOR #26291 

BY RJ MATSON, THE ST. LOUIS POST DISPATCH  -  4/25/2006 12:00:00 AM 

 

This is an excellent political cartoon regarding U.S. Immigration issues to use in the classroom. 

To Use This Resource: 

Go to www.politicalcartoons.com 

Link: http://www.politicalcartoons.com/cartoon/2b4e4de4-343a-42c3-8c40-9077f019e81a.html 

 

Classroom Use Fee $3.50 

DOCUMENT #5 

http://www.politicalcartoons.com/artist/RJ+Matson.html
http://www.politicalcartoons.com/


Graphic Organizer: The Complexity of Illegal Immigration Issues 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

   

  

   

  

                                                                                                    U.S. / MEXICO BORDER 



Name: _________________________________________  Class: _______ 

 

Illegal Immigration 

The Top 5 Issues I Feel Must Be Addressed: 

 

1. _____________________________________________________ 

WHY? __________________________________________________ 

 

2. _____________________________________________________ 

WHY? __________________________________________________ 

 

3. _____________________________________________________ 

WHY? __________________________________________________ 

 

4. _____________________________________________________ 

WHY? __________________________________________________ 

 

5. _____________________________________________________ 

WHY? __________________________________________________ 



Sources: 

Constitutional Rights Foundation: Educating About Immigration Website. http://www.crfimmigrationed.org. 

Ed Barnes. “Illegal Immigration Costs U.S. $113 Billion A Year.”  Fox News Article, July 6, 2010. 

Foster, Lynn, A Brief History of Mexico (New York: Facts on File, 2010) 193-222. 

Ian Lovett. “Part of California Takes on Illegal Hiring.” New York Times, January 4, 2011. 

Marc Lacey. “Cities Mesh Across Blurry Border, Despite Physical Barrier.” New York Times, March 5, 2007. 

Mary Magruder Smith, “Civil Rights: Equal Justice Under Law: American Citizenship.” in Magruder’s American 

Government textbook, ed. Mary Magruder Smith. (USA: Pearson Prentice Hall, 2005), 613-620. 

Reyna Wences. “My Life In The Shadows.” New York Times UPFRONT MAGAZINE, January 10, 2011. 

Vitter, David and Michelle Waslin. “Should the U.S. End Birthright Citizenship?”  New York Time UPFRONT 

MAGAZINE, April 4, 2011. 

William La Jeunesse. “Illegal Immigration Suspected in Murder of Arizona Rancher.”  Fox News Article, March 

30, 2010. 

World Affairs Annual 2011. New York Times UPFRONT MAGAZINE, November 8 & 22, 2010. 

http://www.crfimmigrationed.org/


Assessment Rubric 

Illegal Immigration Multiple Perspectives Grading Rubric 

for Summaries, Must Address List & Graphic Organizer 

CATEGORY  4  3  2  1  

Summary 

Paragraph 1: 

United States 

Perspectives 

Paragraph has topic 

sentence identifying 

subject as US 

perspectives. 

5 US perspectives are 

identified and clearly 

explained. 

Paragraph has topic 

sentence identifying 

subject as US 

perspectives. 

4 US perspectives are 

identified and clearly 

explained. 

Paragraph has topic 

sentence identifying 

subject as US 

perspectives. 

3 US perspectives are 

identified with some 

explanation. 

Paragraph has topic 

sentence identifying 

subject as US 

perspectives. 

2 US perspectives are 

identified with little or 

no explanation. 

Summary 

Paragraph 2: 

Mexican 

Perspectives 

Paragraph has topic 

sentence identifying 

subject as Mexican 

perspectives. 

5 Mexican perspectives 

are identified and 

clearly explained. 

Paragraph has topic 

sentence identifying 

subject as Mexican 

perspectives. 

4 Mexican perspectives 

are identified and 

clearly explained. 

Paragraph has topic 

sentence identifying 

subject as Mexican 

perspectives. 

3 Mexican perspectives 

are identified with some 

explanation. 

Paragraph has topic 

sentence identifying 

subject as Mexican 

perspectives. 

2 Mexican perspectives 

are identified with little 

or no explanation. 

Summary 

Paragraph 3: 

Concerns 

shared by both 

countries 

Paragraph has topic 

sentence identifying 

subject as shared 

concerns of both 

counties. 

3 shared concerns are 

identified and clearly 

explained. 

Paragraph has topic 

sentence identifying 

subject as shared 

concerns of both 

counties. 

2 shared concerns are 

identified and clearly 

explained. 

Paragraph has topic 

sentence identifying 

subject as shared 

concerns of both 

counties. 

1 shared concerns are 

identified with some 

explanation. 

Paragraph has topic 

sentence identifying 

subject as shared 

concerns of both 

counties. 

0 shared concerns are 

identified. 

Must Address 

Priority List and 

Reasoning 

Must Address List has 

5 prioritized issues and 

5 justifications, list is 

complete. 

Must Address List has 

3-4 prioritized issues 

and 

3-4 justifications, list is 

incomplete. 

Must Address List has 

2-3 prioritized issues 

and 

2-3 justifications, list is 

incomplete. 

OR list has issues only 

with no justification 

Must Address List has 

0-1 prioritized issues 

and 

0-1 justifications, list is 

incomplete. 

OR list has some 

issues with no 

justification 

Graphic 

Organizer 

Organizer contains 6 

clearly identified US 

perspectives, 6 clearly 

identified Mexican 

perspectives and 5 

shared concerns 

Prioritization is evident 

Organizer contains 4-5 

clearly identified US 

perspectives, 4-5 

clearly identified 

Mexican perspectives 

and 3-4shared 

concerns 

Prioritization is evident 

Organizer contains 6 

clearly identified US 

perspectives, 2-3 

clearly identified 

Mexican perspectives 

and 2-3 shared 

concerns 

Prioritization may not 

be evident 

Organizer contains 0-1 

US perspectives, 0-1 

Mexican perspectives 

and 0-1 shared 

concerns 

Prioritization not 

evident 



Comments:     

Scoring:     

 

 

  



 

 

 

 


